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Do not wonder that the enemies of 
liberty, and the advocates for high- 
church power, ſhould think all 
times improper to promote any 
WVdeſigns and attempts for the com- 
— mon good of mankind, and the ho- 
nour of the chriſtian religion. They have in all 
ages of the church ſacrificed the prineiples of pi- 
ety and virtue to their own Bot ip intereſt, and 
trampled upon the cauſe of God, and the rights 
of men, to maintain their own unnatural and un- 
2 1 chriſtian 


P.M 


chriſtian uſurpations. That the Corporation and 
Jet acts are an abridgment of the natural rights of 
| ſubjects, you yourſelt acknowledge, and that they 
have been the occaſions of the moſt horrid pro- 
phanation of one of the moſt ſacred inſtitutions of 
chriſtianity, is a thing as evident as the experience 
of many years can make it, and juſtifies the Diſ- 
ſenters in all reaſonable and peaceable attempts, 
to endeavour to procure the removal of their own 
difficulties, and to prevent any farther proſtitution 
of the ſolemn appointmentsof the chriſtian church 
and worſhip, To accompliſh theſe ends, the Diſ- 
ſenters have been conſidering the propereſt ſeaſon 
and methods of acting, being all of them fully 
perſuaded, that the repeal of the two acts is fea- 
ſonable and fit, though unhappily divided amongſt 
themſelves as to the particular ſeaſon when it is 
fitteſt to attempt it. But it ſeems they are fools 
to imagine that any feafon whatſoever can be fit, 
and the diſpute is adjuſted to their hands, and 
they are told, that no time is or can be proper. 
I will not pretend to gueſs, Sir, who you are; 
but your determination of the diſpute I ſhall take 
the liberty to conſider, and to affirm concerning it, 
t hat it is partial and unfair, and founded upon the 
moſt unrighteous repreſentation of the Diſſenters 
and their principles, and upon ſuch a icheme. of 
politicks as. hath neither honour or truth to ſup- 
port it. This is what I hope to make fully appear 
in the enſuing pages; and as you leave the Diſ- 
ſemers * to debate and determine the point concerning 
the proper time amongſt themſelves, I muft beg leave, 
as the cauſe is flill depending, to make myſelf ſo far 
@ parity io it, as to ſhew that you have miſtaken 
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the caſe, and thruſt, yourſelf into the arbitration 
of an affair that either you do not underſtand, or 
have wickedly miſrepreſented. b 5 
Your firſt obſervation is, it cannot be denied by 
either of the contending parties, that theſe two as 
were deſigned for the ſecurity bee, e 1s of the efta- 

_ blijhed conſtitution, in church and fiate. Suppoſing 
they were, doth this prove the wiſdom and equity 
of theſe acts? Or that after a long experience 
of the inconveniencies occaſioned by them, they 
ought never to be repealed ? If you would doany 
thing to the purpoſe to vindicate them, you ſhould 
ſhew, that they have anſwered the end of their 
being enacted, and that they have never been the 
occaſions of the moſt horrid impieties: And if the 


admiſſion of perſons into offices of the higheſt truſt _ 


without any facramental qualification be conſiſtent 
' with the preſervation of the eſtabliſhed church, you 
ſhould ſhew in good politicks the neceſſity and ex 
pediency of their farther continuance ; and if you 
- a chriſtian, and a chriftian miniſter, who have 
any regard to the ſacredneſs of your character, 
and the honour of your maſter's appointment, 
you ſhould farther ſhew, that if the ſacrament 
. ever been abuſed in conſequence of theſe 
acts, how you can anſwer it to your conſei- 
ence, or the tribunal of your great Lord, to be- 
come an advocate for the continuance of a practice 
that is a ſcandal to the chriſtian name and pro- 
feſſion. Till you have done this, your preaching 
about acts tor the ſecurity of the church will never 
do any honour to the. church you would ſecure, 
nor convince any man, that you are either a chri- 
tian or an Eugliſoman. e * 
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I know this argument of the ſecurity of the church 
is frequently 1ntifted on by the advocates for theſe 
acts. Thus Dr. Sherlock preſſes the Bp. of Bangor 
with it over and over again in his Vindication of 
the Cerporation, &c. But in the name of all that is 
good, what is there in any argument of this kind 
becoming the pen of a chriſtian divine? The 
queſtion is not, whether the acts were made for 
the ſecurity of the church. Every body knows 


they were: But whether it is not abundantly : 


proved by experience, that chriſtianity is diſho- 
noured, and the inſtitution of our bleſſed Saviour 
debaſed, and the memorials of Chriſt's body and 
blood trampled, as it were, under foot, by many 
of thoſe who receive the ſacrament in obedience 
to theſe acts? If this be true, let heaven and earth 
judge of the chriſtianity and equity . theſe proceed- 
#ngs, and whether it is any honour to the church 
ot England to be detended by ſuch guards, as de- 
ſtroy the reverence due to the inſtitutions of the 
church of Chriſt. All the laws of the Inquiſition 
are made for the ſceurity of the church of Rome. 
But is that accurſed tribunal ever the more righ- 
teous, becauſe made for the defence of the church? 
And during the-reign of Charles II. conventicle 
and five mile acts were paſſed for the ſecurity of 
the church of England. And if this was any juſti- 
fication of thoſe acts, the granting the toleration 
was an unreaſonable thing, and continuance of it 

can never be defended. But to proceed, „ 
You tell us, that * the Corporation at in particu- 
lar was levelled wholly againſt the Diſſenters. 1 muſt 
beg leave to differ from you in this retpect ; for 
the Corporation act was made in the year 1661, 
| | 5 before 
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before there was any avowed ſeparation from the 
church of England, which did not commence till 
after the act of Uniformity, that took place Bar- 
| tholomew-day 1662, After Charles II. reſtoration 
endeavours were uſcd to unite the different parties 


of the eſtabliſhed church, and thoſe differences 


were not rendered irreconcileable *till the com- 
mencement of the Uniformity act; and of con- 
ſequence the Corporation act could not be made 


wholly againſt the Diſſenters; becauſe when 
that act took place thoſe now called Diſſenters 


were actually in the church, and a very conſide- 
rable body of it. 5 3 


But ſuppoſing this obſervation of che Corpora- 


tion act being wholly levelled againſt the Difſenters 
was as true as it is falſe in fact, yet with what 
Adecency or modeſty can this be urged as a reaſon 
for the continuance of it? Is there any church- - 
man in England that can deny that the Pregbyte= 


rians had an hand, and a principal band, in the 


reſtoration of Charles II.? Could the royal party, 


which had long been trampled under foot, and 
rendered wholly helpleſs, have of themſelves ac- 


_compliſhed this great event? Was it not at laſt 
effected by a presbyterian general and army? Vea, 
did not that very Parliament, which had taken 


the ſolemn league and covenant, invite the King 


to his kingdom and crown? And what was the 


grateful return? Why perſecutions and E 


Corporation and Uniformity acts, and all the ſe- 


1 verities that an ùngrateful Prince and his relentleſs 
Prelates could inflict upon tlbemmn. 
heſides, if the reaſons for making the Corpora 


; ot it be juſtified? The -preamble to that act 
expreſly declares, that the deſign of it was, that 
„„ „ Corporations 


tion act do not now ſubſiſt, ho can the continuance 


W 
Corporations might probably be perpetuated in the 
hands of perſons wel! affected to his Majeſty and 


the eſtabliſhed Government ; and in the firſt enact- 
ing clauſe it is farther ſaid, that for the preventing 
miſchiefs for the time to come, and jor preſervation of © 


the publick peace both in church and ſtate, vis. from 
thoſe many evil ſpirits which were before repreſent- 
edas ſtill working, Be it, &c. But can theſe reaſons, 


with any conſcience or truth, be aſſerted to affect 


the Diſſenters of the prelent time? They are all 
of them to a man well affected to his Majefty and 
the eftabliſhed Government. They have ſuffercd 


from the church of England for their known fi- 


delity to the preſent Royal Family, and bravely 


AIT Weorned and proteſted againſt all meaſures that 


were in a late reign entered into in favour of the 
Pretender, and to the excluſion of his late and 
preſent Majeſty from the throne, And as to thoſe 
Corporations where they have any influence, let 
their conduct be witneſs for them, and their ene- 
mies ſpeak the truth, and they muſt confeſs, that 


they have never given their votes for Tories and 
Jacobites. If any ſuch have been ſent up from 


any Boroughs, it hath been by thoſe which have 
been wholly under the influence of ſuch who have 
profeſſed themſelves the zealous ſons of the eſta- 


| bliſhed church. And as to the evil ſpirits that have 


been working againſt the intereſts of the preſent 
Royal Family, I defy you to produce any of them 
amongſt the Proteſtant Diſſenters. They have had 


none of their miniſters ſuſpected of, hanged for tre. 
ſon, nor any of their people engaged with Papiſts 7 
and Jacobi tes in actual rebellion, Look nearer alt 


home, Sir, and you will not be at a loſs in what 


communion to find them. And indeed, if the faults 


of ſome in any party be a reaſon for the excluſion 


[9] 
of all of them from places, Sc. the ſons of the 
church of England will ſtand but a bad chance; 
yea what will become of my Lords the Biſhops 
bh the houſe of Lords, fince they have had one 
of that number who deſerved to be hanged, and 
was actually baniſhed his country as a traitor. 
The truth is, the Corporation act was wholly 


made to gratify the * and revenge of certain 
| PIR to divide an 


weaken the Proteſtant in- 

ereſt, and to keep thoſe out of Corporations, 
who were known to be moſt zealous againſt the 
meaſures of a popifh reign, and the deſigns of 
introducing an arbitrary and tyrannical govern- 
ment in church and ſtate. | 


As to the Teſt act, you acknowledge, * that it 


i had a more immediate eye to the Papifts. If you 


1 
* 1 


e f ee ee bean og Gon 


had faid an entire eye to them, you had not been 
miſtaken ; not only becauſe it is entitled, An AG 
for preventing dangers which may happen from po- 
piſh recuſants, but becauſe there is no mention of 
Proteſtant Diſſenters in it; and becauſe it was 
made in that ſeſſion of Parliament, in which the 
Commons not only reſolved Nem. Con. that a bull 
ſhould be brought in for the caſe of Diſſenters, 


| | but actually paſſed a bill for that purpoſe, though it 


was afterwards droped by art or fraud in the houſe 
of Lords. So far was the Parliament from intending” 
to lay farther difficulties on Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
that, though they had for many years beſore per- 


ſecuted them with great ſeverity, they now ſaw 


it neceffary to relieve them from thoſe they were 
under, and to bend their utmoſt power to fecure 


the nation ayainſt the dangers of popery. And 


that this was the only intention of the Teſt act, in 
the apprehenſion of tome ot the beſt judges in the 
EE | IR kingdom 
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kingdom, a 5 from the fourth reaſon given 
by ſome noble 


Lords in their proteſt againſt the 
continuance of it, at the beginning of the reign 


of the immortal King William. Becauſe, ſay they, 
it turns the edge of the lau, we know not by what 
fate, upon Proteſtants and friends to the government, 
which was intended againft Papiſls. —— And thus 


the taking the ſacrament, which was enjoyed ONLY 


As A MEANS to diſcover Papiſts, is now made a 
EN duty amongſt Proteſtants, to weaken 
the 


whols, by caſting off a part of them. I ſuppoſe 
the proteſting Lor 
this act, as well as you.. 

You add, with a kind of ſneer, * that the Diſſen- 
ters in/ift on it as great merit on their part that 
they did not oppoſe it, upon ſome encouragement giv- 
en, as they pretend, to be relieved from the penalties 
of it one time or other. I know ſome perſons are 
inſenfible to all obligations of merit in any but 


themſelves, and have no regard to ſolemn promiſes 


after they have gained their ends by making them. 


But however the conduct of the Diſſenters in this 
caſe is no leſs diſintereſted and praiſe-worthy, nor 


ſhall their enemies deprive them of the glory of it. 
When Charles II. publiſhed his declaration of in- 
dulgence, the Diflenters refuſed to accept it in 


common. with the Papiſts, and were willing to 


come into any bills, though to their own diſad- 


vantage, to ſave the nation from the common de- 


ſtruction that threatened them. And in particular 


they knew that the Teſt act, though levelled only 


againft popiſh Recuſants, might be turned againit 
themſelves; and though the Court or popiſh Par- 
ty propoſed, in oppolition te the Teſt act, that 
ſome regard might be had to Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
8 Eon | | | Feet 
. * 9. 6. | | | 


s underſtood the inſtitution of 


own expence ? | _ 
As to the pretended encouragements you ſpeak 


 expreſsly included them in the diſabilities and penal 


vyet Mr. Love, a member of that Parliament, and 


a Diſſenter, moved as the common ſenſe of the 
reſt of them, that an effictual ſecurity might be 
found againft Popery, and that nothing might in- 
terpoſe till that was done. When that was over, 
the Difſenters would try to deſerve ſome favour, but 
at preſent they were willing to lie under the ſeverity 
of the laws, rather than clog a more neceſſary work 
with their concerns, This is an inftance of gene- 


roſity ſeldom found in party managements, an in- 


ſtance of noble concern for the intereſt and ſecu- 
rity of the church of England in the Diſſenters; 


for it was for the ſupport of the eſtabliſned church 


againſt Popery that they expoſed themſelves to the 


ſeyerity ot their enemies, and ſacrificed their own 
| liberties rather than endanger her. And will 


you aſſert that there was no merit in this behavi- 
our, and that the church of England owes no obli- 
gation to the men who thus detended her at their 


of, they were nut only real enccuragements, but 
abſolute promiſes, made by ſeveral members of the 
houſe of Lords and Commons, who were zealous 
for the Teſt act only as levelled againſt popiſh Re- 
cuſants, and who would not have voted tor the paſ- 
ſing of it, had it not been for the then poſture of 
affairs, and with the hopes of ſome tuture favour- 
able opportunity, to ſecure the Diſſenters againſt 
the penalties of it. in 5 

But however, you tell us, * that when their (the 
Diſſenters) caſe came under a ſolemn deliberation in 


Parliament, and a toleration was granted them, the 


Legi/lature was ſo far from exempting them, that they 


ties 


aw — 
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1 
ties of the Teft ad; and that this appears from the 


af of toleration. But how difficult a thing is it | 
for a man that writes in favour of the proſtitution 


of divine ordinances, and againſt the rights of 


mankind, to write impartially. It is true, the act 
of Toleration doth include the Diſſenters under 


the penalties of the Teſt act: But ſhould you 


not have told your readers that this was abſolutely 


contrary to the Grin and deſire of the King; 


who, in one ef his ſpeeches to the two Houſes, 
ſays, he hoped they would leave room for the admiſ 
ſion of all Proteſtants, that were willing and able 
to ſerve him, which was a thing would tend 
to the better uniting them amongſt themſelves, and 
the ſtrengthening them againſt their common adver- 


ſaries. The ſame thing was inſiſted upon in the 


houſe of Peers by the Lords Delamere, Stamford, 
North and Grey, Cheſterfield, Wharton, Lovelace, 
and Vaughan; and though the clauſe for taking 


away the Teſt was rejected in the houſe of Lords, 
and another clauſe, to make receiving in any pro- 


teſtant Congregation a ſufficient qualification, met 
with the lame late, yet the Lords Oxford, Lovelace, 
Wharton, Mordant, Montague, and Paget, entered 
their proteſt againſt it, and gave ſuch reaſons for 
their proteſt, as you ſhould have anſwered, before 


you could in juſtice or conſciene make the deci- 


fon you have done. The truth 1s, that thoſe 
who were the hcartieſt friends to the revolution 
wiſhed a repeal of thoſe acts; and that the reject- 
ing the claute tor the repeal was owing to the in- 
fluence of the High-Church party, who, generally 
1 were enemies to the G it ſelt, 
and indeed even to the Toleration which was 


* 


granted to the Diflenters. _ TH 
However they peaccably enjoyed the benefit of 


ir, 


* 
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44 
it, till the latter end of Q. Anne's reign; when 
H; - Church and Facobitiſm triamphed in the proſe 
855 of Perſecution and the Pretender, and the act 
paſſed againſt occaſional Conformiſts. This was 
repealed in the beginning of his late Majeſty's 
reign, and as you ſuppoſe amongſt other reaſons 
for this; * that receiving the ſacrament was an 
evidence, that though they liked their own way better 


_ they did not think ours unlawful. Whereas, ſay you 


+ the preſent attempt to repeal the Corporation an Tef 
ads is to let thoſe into places of power and truſt, 


20 think the ſervice of the Church of England to 
be ſinful, and who in conſequence have not only 4 
* rooted averſion to it, but think themſelves bound in 


conſcience to do all that is in their power to aboii 


it. This how roundly ſoever aſſerted, I muſt take 


the liberty to affirm, is an infamous and falſe re- 
flection upon the Proteſtant Diſſenters, who nei= 
ther think the ſervice of the church of England in 
the adminiftration of the ſacrament to be ſinful, nor 
have any principles of conſcience that bind them to 
Jo all that is in their power to aboliſh it. They do 
indeed think, that the glory of that church would 
ſhine brighter, if ſome alterations were made in 

it, and if it was placed upon a larger foundation. 
But doth this imply that they think themſelves 

bound in conſcience to do all that is in their pow- 
er to deſtroy it? Al that is in their power © 

What by infurrections and rebellions ? Sir, they 
have been frequent amongſt thoſe of the eſtabliſh= 


ment, but not amongſt the Diſſenters. Did you 
ever ſee them in tumults and riots demoliſhing 


churches ? Have not the High Church been re- 
markable for demoliſhing the churches of Prote- 
{fant Diſſenters, without law, and in direct defiance _ 


[14] 

to it? If you mean only, by all that is in their 
Power 5 by reaſon and argument, by patience and 
forbearance, you do them juſtice, when you re- 

reſent them as bound in conſcience to procure ** 
by theſe methods the removal of ſome blemiſhes 7 
in the conſtitution of the church. If you mean 2? 
any other methods, it is defamation and vile ſcan- 
dal, and they ſcorn the charge, and the man that 


throws it, BOY 
The preſent attempt to repeal the Corporation 
and Teſt acts, is not to let thoſe into places of power 
and truſt, who think the ſervice of the. church of 
England to be finful, but thoſe who think it a fin, 
that the ſacrament in any church ſhould be debaſed 
intoan inſtrument of worldly policy, and after the 
conſecration of the memorials of the body and 
blood of Chriſt, that they ſhould be deſecrated by 
being given as memorials of the qualifying laws of 
England. They are willing to give the church of 
England any proofs of their owning it as a part of 
the church #7 Chriſt, and generally ſpeaking, have 
no objection to the poſture of kneeling at the ſa- 
crament. But they do think it a ſcandal to the 
church, that the ſacred elements ſhould be proſti- 
tuted to wretches that receive them only as qua- 
lifications, that the fable of the Lord ſhould be 
turned into the altar of Mammon, and the knees 
bent at the ſame time in the honour of the Sa- 
= | viour of mens ſouls, and as a token of adora- 
tion to the God of riches.. Shew, Sir, if you can, 
that this is not the caſe, and if it be, try to de- 
fend the practice as a chriſtian. - FR! | 
Nor is the preſent attempt to let thoſe into 
places of power and truſt who think themſelves 
bound in conſcience to do all that is in their power, 
| ts 
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to aboliſh the 2 of the church of England, ot 
as you expreſs it a little lower, one part of whoſe 
conſrience it is to deſtroy the eftabliſbed worſhip and 
government; and again in other words, * ſuch, 


N who judging your communion lawful, are obliged in 


conſcience to deſtroy it as ſoon as they can, You 
ſhould, Sir, have been well acquainted with the 


hearts and principles of the Diſſenters, before * 


you ſhould have ventured thus to-repeat a charge 


I which they deteſt, and you can never make good. 


A candid man would not have ventured on it. 


An honeſt man would have been aſhamed to do 


it. But I do not wonder to find the want of theſe 


virtues in a champion for ſuch a cauſe. The man 
that can profeſſedly plead againſt the rights of 


the Redeemer, and the honour of his inſtitutions, 
can be no proper advocate for the rights of ſub- 
jects. 'The proſtitution of the ſacrament is wor- 
thy the occaſion of it! The childrens bread is 


thrown to Ty to deprive others of their natural 


properties! Go on, Sir, thus to plead the honour 
of the church; but give me leave to acquaint you, 
that the preſent attempt is to let thoſe into places 

of power and truſt, who love your church ſo well 
as to think themſelves bound in conſcience to do 
all that is in their power, conſiſtent with the peace 


of the nation, and their allegiance to the beſt of 


Princes, to remove this ſcandal to the church and 


nation in general. They will do all in their power, 


by their prayers to God as chriſtians, to incline 


the hearts of all degrees of men to promote ſo de- 


firable an end; and by their humble and peaceable 
applications to the legiſlature, from whoſe known 
Equity and goodneſs they have reaſon to expect 
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the long defired reformation. And this attempt, 


Sir, you ſhould look on as an inftance of real af- 


fection in them to the eſtabliſned church, eſpeci- 


ally as the perſons who make it have e the | 


church many other proofs of their attachment to 
it; eſpecially during the reign of Charles II. at 
the Revolution, and in the four memorable years 


of Q. Anne ; when had the meaſures then taken 


by the zealots of the church proſpered, the chur ch 


it ſelf muſt have ſunk in rains, and the civil con- 


ſtitution been abſolutely deſtroyed. 


You your ſelf, Sir, have offered a reaſon to ſhew 


7 


that the Diſſenters do not refuſe the ſacramental 


Teſt, only becauſe the Sacrament is to be received 


in the church of England, and becauſe they think 
t ſinſul to receive it there; but becauſe they think 
the Teſt it ſelf to be unlawful in whatſoever place 
the Sacrament be received for this purpoſe; for 


you tell us, that /ome of the Diſſenters friends 
could not but ſee that the objection was altogether 


as ftrong againſt a ſacramental Teſt in a conventi- 
tle as in a church. In Scotland the names Conven- 
ticle and Church have a quite difterent application 
from what they have in England; but to let that 
paſs, the Diflenters themſelves acknowledge that 


the objection is as ſtrong in one caſe as the other, 


and therefore their attempt is not for a liberty to 


be qualified in their own meetings, but that this 
qualification ſhould be abſolutely removed. Had 
they attempted the former the charge would have 


been with more appearance of reaſon, that BY 


had a rooted averſion to the ſervice of the church 
of England than it can now be, when it is their 


- avowed 


* þ. 9. 


'CHÞ 


avowed principle, that the Teſt itſelf is unlawful 


whereſoever it is adminiftred, _ 


= Whether this be ſo or no, let the controverſy 


between + the two combatants of great note, who 
Have now the hunour to fit on the Biſhops Bench, 
determine, and let every impartial -perfon judge 
which of them maintained the beſt cauſe, whoſe 
weapons were the faireft, and the moſt becoming 


a chriſtian divine, and on which fide the victory 


fell. Though I muſt do one of the combatants 
the juſtice to own, that his weapons being of a 
carnal make, were ftronger in that reſpect than 
thoſe of the other, which were ſpiritual 3 it ha- 
ving been generally found true by experience, that 


arguments derived from acts of Parliament, hu- 


man laws, and political conſiderations, have more 
> prevailed, and been attended with better ſucceſs, 
than thoſe drawn from the nature of religion, and 
the evidences of ſcripture and reafon, _ 
hut this argument yon, Sir, ſeem to trouble 
= Your {elf very little about. Whether the Teſt be 


lawful or no, you affirm * that it is incumbent oh 
thoſe Diſſenters, who reſt ſingly on that objettion 


(which is the cafe almoſt of all of them) to nd 


out ſome other Teft that will eſfectually keep out both 
Papiſts and Diſſenters: What ever becomes of 
the honour of the inſtitutions of the chriſtian church, 
the church of England muſt at all adventures have 
all the places of worldly honour and preferment 
do herſelf, But do you think to do that church 
any honour by repreſenting her ſo exceeding co- 


vetous and yoracious ? Many a rich morſel hath 
ſhe devoured already; but ſurely it muſt be an 
unconſcionable ſtomach that can be contented with 


C e 


tes. » 
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nothing leſs than the whole. May not this at laſt 
occaſion a dangerous ſurfeit ? Treat your mother, 
Sir, I beſeech you, with a little more decency and 
tenderneſs. I doubt not but ſhe hath been exceed- 
ing kind to you, and nouriſhed you up with her 
choiceſt will. Why then ſhould you be fond of 
diſgracing her by ſo invidious an account of her? 


The Diſſenters are abſolutely content, till her arms 
are opened a little wider, to leave her in poſſeſſion of 
every emolument belonging to her as mother church. 


Of theſe they envy her none, nor do they deſire 
or ask a ele one. Their humble requeſt relates 
only to the rights of ſubjects, which I preſume 
the legiſlature. have a power of granting them, 


without asking leave of the church whether they 


| ſhall or no; eſpecially as the granting them can 
be no prejudice to the church, except the church 

is leaſed to think herſelf injured, becauſe juſtice 
is 2 to others. You mult: therefore excuſe the 
Diſſenters, Sir, from finding out another Teſt that 
ſhall exclude them equally with the Papiſts, nor 
would any man have thought them equally wor- 


thy excluſion, but one of the truly moderate and 


chriftian ſpirit of Bp. Laud, with whom it was an 
axiom, that the Pres byteriaus were as bad as the 
Papiſts. | 2255 n 
It you would have them find out a Teſt againſt 
the ©Papiſts, they have one, Sir, ready at your ſer> 


vice. It you pleaſe to look into the act of Par- 


liament that excludes Papiſts from fitting in the 


houſe of Lords and Commons, you will find a 


way to keep them out of all other places of power 


and truſt, viz. by rendering them incapable, if - 


they are found in any, of proſecuting any. ſuits, to 
e guardians, executors or adminiſtrators, and of ta- 
Ring any legacy or deed of gift, and moreover to 


forſeit 


3 
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forfeit 500 J. | You cannot but be ſenſible that the 


Teſt extends to the members of neither houſe. 


And yet when did you hear of a Papiſt preſent 
in either of thoſe honourable aſſemblies? If there 
have been any ſuch, they muſt have come in under 
the diſguiſe of the ſons of the church of England. 
If then there are laws which effectually exclude 


the Papiſts from ſeats in Parliament, thoſe very 
laws applied by Parliament would as effectually 


exclude them from all other offices whatſoever. And 
you may ſee to your fulleſt conviction, that as the 
nation hath not thought it ever fit to 1nfiſt on the 
ſacramental Teſt as a qualification for the higheſt 
truſts in the kingdom, thoſc of the legiſlature it- 
ſelt; the peace of the nation, and the religion 
and conſtitution of it may be tully preſerved with- 
out it; and you will do well in your next three- 


penny diſcourſe to ſhew, why Mr. Mayor, his 


worſhip the Juſtice, or the Exciſeman ſhould be 


required to give better proots of their affection to 
the church and ſtate, - than a Lord of Parliament, 
or a member of the honourable houſe of Com- 


Thus, Sir, you have your queſtion anſwered, 
What then ſball exclude the Papiſts if the ſacra- 
mental Teft be aboliſhed? You indeed tell us dt 
oaths, nor declarations, which you apprehend may 


be broke through for the good of the catholick cauſe. 
But if theſe won't, pains and penalties will. Name 


the man, who being a Papiſt, hath fat in either 
houſe ſince the law to exclude them both; other- 


wiſe we have fact againſt — and your de- 
clamations _ pleaſe your felt, 

em impertinent. But why ſhould 
oaths be thought ſuch inſufficient ſecurities ? * One 


of 
I Vd. Cor. &c. part. 2. 5 


but every one 
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_ of the noted combatants before mentioned endea- 


yours to prove, that an oath is as ſacred a thing 


as theSacrament, and to vindicate the impoſing the 
facramental Teſt by the ſame reaſons as the re- 


quiring an oath. So that the advocates for the 
Teſt differ amongſt themſelves in their way of 
pleading for it. To ſerve one turn the Sacrament . 
and an oath have as much religion in them one as 


the other; to ſerve another, the Sacrament is the 


5155 folemy a# of the chriſtian worſhip, and a bar 
of a 


much ftronger kind than an oath. Oaths, it 
ſeems, may be diſpenſed with ſor the good of the 
catholick cauſe, i. e. Fa man may paws att his 
faith, hope and truft in God for the truth of what 


he delivers, and yet be diſpenſed with after he hath 


made ſuch ſolemn pawn. But joyning with the 


church of England in the moſt ſolemn act of chri- 


lian worſhip is a bar of the ſtrongeſt kind. What 


ſtronger than a man's pawning his faith and hope, 


and truſt in God? How doth this appear? Doth 
a Papiſt think a proteſtant Sacrament, which he 
beleives to be no Sacrament at all, and to have no 


manner of religion in it, to be a more ſolemn 
thing than an oath, by which he pawns all his 
faith, and hope, and truſt in God? Or do you 


think in your conſcience, that the men who would 


venture 70 poyſon their God tor the good of the 


catholick cauſe, would ſcruple to receive bread and 


wine in your churches for the advancement of the 
{ame cauſe ? Sir, the church of Rome. denics 
that you adminiſter any Sacraments, and of conſe- 
quence your Sacrainents can be no ſecurity againit 
Cm. 0 OH SR. in BK EN a1 


But you fay that their receiving the Sacrament 
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in your church: is an open and publick acknowhage 
ment that tis a true church, aud your miuiſury 4 

true minifiry. But indeed, Sir, this is a great 
=” miſtake. It is, if yon pleaſe, an acknowe 
ledgment that they are hypocrites, but not one 
bit that they are beleivers in your church. They 


have whatever they do, depend on it, a ſovereign 
contempt for your church and miniſtry. The 
compleat hiſtorian tells us, that King Charles II. 
lived in a profeſt communion with the church of 
England ; and yet I beleive no one now queſtions 
but that he lived and died a papiſt; and his pro- 
feſt communion with the church of England could 
not therefore proceed from his faith in her as a 
true church, but from reaſons of ftate, and other 
political conſiderations. © 
Phe fame hiſtorian alſo tells us, q that in the 

year 1682, long alter the Teſt was made, that ſome 
Papiſts aſſumed the name of Proteſtants, and un- 
der that diſguiſe thruſt themſelves into places and 
employments, and that amongft them one at leaſt 
crept into a cure of ſouls, one Duffey, a Scotchman, 
| who obtained the rectory of Raile in Eſſex. Could 

theſe men get in without the qualification? If 
they were hypocrites. enough to feign themſelves 
Proteſtants, did they not do every thing that 
might make others think them ſo ? Or would the 
honeſt rector of Raile refuſed to have adminiftred 
or taken the Sacrament according to the rites of 
your church ? Did not Dr. Goodman, biſhop of 
Glencefter live in the communion of the church of 
England, and live and die a papiſt? You fee, Sir, 
the Engliſh Sacrament is no ſuch bugbear to a Pa- 
piſt; they will receive it when their intereſt re- 
Hd ah r 
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quires it, and by ſo doing can never be imagin'd 
to on your church and miniſtry to be true and 
valid. The profeſſion of doing fo is falſe, and 
made only with a deſign the more effectually to 
ruin you. 1 0 9] 


But beſides Papiſts, have you never had any | 
Deiſts that have qualified themſelves by taking 
the Teſt ? I could name you names if that were 


not too invidious. Upon what principles do they 
receive the Sacrament in your church? What up- 
on that of acknowledging your church to be a 


true church, and your miniſtry a true miniſtry? 


Ridiculous. They laugh at your church, and the 
Sacrament adminiſtred in it, and think your mi- 
niſters and all other miniſters to be impoſtors and 
cheats. I'll tell you in your own words upon what 
principle they receive it; becauſe by * receiving 
the Sacrament according to the church of England 


they do all that the Teft Ad requires, Tis the 


law of the land, and therefore they comply with 
It; and ſhould the law require them to be re-bap- 
tized or ordained, they would ſubmit to it tor 
the ſame reaſon ; and therefore the ſuggeſtion 
conveyed to your readers, that whoever receives 
the Sacrament in your church gives an open ac- 
knowledgment of the truth of your church and 
miniſtry is impertinent and without foundation. 
Having done with theſe obſervations, you 
proceed to make ſome remarks on the abridg- 
ments of men's natural rights, which are juſt as 
much to the purpoſe as the former, I muſt in- 
deed do you the juſtice as to own, that you 
allow the Corporation and Teſt acts to be an 
invaſion or abridgment of theſe natural rights, 
SUPT becauſe 
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becauſe you vindicate them by producing other 


inſtances where ſuch, rights as you fay are a- 


bridged, and not by urging that they are no 


invaſions or abridgments at all. Well then, 


allowing that theſe acts are an invaſion of natural 


rights, how do you deſend them? Why from the 


nature of ſociety and government it ſelf, But 
how doth it follow, that becauſe ſocieties are 
formed for the preſervation. of all men's natural 
rights, that therefore they are founded in an 
abridgment of ſuch natural rights? If, as you 
allow, the Diſſenters have a natural right with 
other ſubjects to places of profit and truſt, doth _ 


the nature of ſociety require that they ſhould be 


3 | deprived of that right without forfeiture ? What is 


the nature of ſociety founded in tyranny and in- 


juſtice ? 1 thought it had been for the preſervation 


of liberty and property. Put your ſelf, Sir, for 


once, amongſt the Emigrants, from Saltaburg, and 


ſuppoſe your ſelf a faithful ſubject of that ſtate, 
and yet deprived of your natural rights as a ſub- 


ject, would you think that the nature of ſociety 


required thoſe. cruel: and unjuſt invaſions? 
Lou ſeem, Sir, to me to have no notion of the 
nature of government and ſociety, or elſe to have 
wiltully miſrepreſented the deſign of them: Society 
in its nature requires no abridgment of any na- 


tural rights, though it may determine the appli- 


cation and uſe of certain parts of thoſe rights. 


For inſtance, the fruits of every man's induſtry 
and labour are his own, and ſociety would be 


unjuſt to deprive n perſon of them without 
3 


torteiture ; dut yet the nature of ſociety and 


overnment requires that part of private property 
hould be <PPro Penis 19 ublick ſervices, or for 
oclety it ſelt. Such application 
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is 00 invaſion of natural r ight, becauſe every man | 
who becomes a member of foct | 


iety is bound to con- 
tribute to the maintenance of it, and what is thus 
neceſſary is not his own but the 5 of the 
publick. But What is there in all this, to prove 
that the nature of government or ſociety requires 
that men ſhould be deprived of any natural rights, 
when it is not neceſſary to the ſupport of ſociety, 
yea when the full enjoyment of them is neceſſary 
to the hofiour and ſecurity of it? Every ſubſect 
hath as ſuch a natural right to ſerve the go- 
vernment under which he lives, and every go- 
vernment hath a claim to their ſervice whenever | 
they need it. And it is an injury to ſociety, and 
a weakening of any govertment to deprive- it ſelf 
of the affiſtance n nd of any body of fubjects, 
wWhoſe principles and practices have been long 
known to be loyal and faithful. This is as evi- 
dent as that the ſtrength of any government con- 
liſts in the number and union of its ſubjects and 
friends, or as that the cutting off a ſound limb 
will make the body lame and feeble; *Fis true 
natural rights may be forfeited; and when you 
ean prove that the Diflenters have been in an 
plots or rebellions, or executed for traitors, ei? 
ther their miniſters or their people, or that they 
have diſcovered any fpirit of diſaffection to his 
late or his preſent Majeſty, or their adminiſtra- 
tion, I will undertake to promiſe for them, that 
they ſhall bear their cxclufion patiently, without 
ever applying to parliament for a repeal of the | 
incapacitating Acts. As to any thing that paſſed 
in former times, you will do well to let that paſs 
in filence, for fear of involving the church of 
England in the fame guilt with the Diſſenters. 


Bat | 


[25] 
But for a full conviction of this argument from 
the nature of ſociety, we are bid to loo into the 
preſent conflitution of Parliament and fee how na- 
tural right flauds there, ' Tis done, Sir, and we 
are ſenſible that 40 f. per ann. is neceflary for a 
voter it counties, and fuch a certain eſtate to 
qualify perſons for repreſenting their country in 
Parliament. If theſe inſtances had been parallel 
they ſhould have ſtood thus: That none but Church- 
men of 405. per ann. fhould vote, and none but 
Church-men with ſuch an eſtate thould fit in parlia- 
ment; whereas the law is now upon a more equal 
foot, and a Diſſenter as well as a Churchman with 
the qualification may vote for parliament men, or 
fit in parliament. Befides, there is this of equity in 
the law relating to frecholders, which you have 
not remarked, That the members for counties are 
properly repreſentatives of the. counties, 7. e. of 
tach as have real properties in the counties; and 
therefore ſuch perſons only who are proprietors 
are their only proper and natural electors; and of 
conſequence others are not deprived of any natural 
right in being excluded from being electors, be- 
Cauſe, as they have nothing in the counties, they 
cannot have any right to be repreſented. And the 
equity of the law that determines the qualifications 
of a treeholder is very remarkable, in that it can 
fearce be ſuppoſed, but if a man hath any thing 
he muſt at leatt have 40 f. per aun. As to Corpo- 
tations, you know the caſe is otherwiſe, in which 
all men have a liberty of voting according to the 
different nature of their charters, or their imme- 
morial cuſtoms and practices. 
As to the caſe of fitting in parliament as mem- 


bers, it is as foreign to the argument as the other; 
and when you ask whether every one hath not a 
natural right to a capacity of repreſenting his 
e 2 =. country 
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.contitry, 1 anſwer you, Ves. And muſt therefore 
' obſerve that the expediency of this law was greatly 


doubted by many well wiſhers to the government at 


the time that it paſſed, and is even to this day. 


But however. allowing the expediency of it, the 
queſtion will be, whether every man that hath a 


natural right to a capacity of being choſen, be a 


fit and proper perſon to be actually choſen? If he 
not, the limitation of that right to ſuch only 
as are fit, is no injury to him, becauſe no man can 


be injured by being debarred of a ſhare in the 


legiſlature who is unfit for ſo high a truſt, If 
ſuch a certain property in land be indeed a neceſ- 


ſary pledge of a ſincere. and fteady concern for 


the intcreſt of their country, the law to exclude 


| thoſe who are not able to give this pledge, is no 


more unjuſt, than it would be to exclude by law, 


coblers from being dae tinkers from hong 


biſhops, or biſhops from being kings. If indee 
ſuch pledge be not neceſſary, I leave you to 


think what you pleaſe of the act of parliament that 


requires it. Sure I am that no law can be unjuſt 
which cxcludes thoſe perſons from important of- 
fices to which they are altogether unequal, But 


how doth all this make out the point you ſhould 


prove; that men who are every way fit, who are 


poſſeſſed of eſtates to a certain value, as pledges 
pf a ſincere and fteady concern for the intereſt of 
their country, ſhould be excluded from parliament, 


merely becauſe they think it unlawtul, not to 
reccive the Sacrament in your church, but in any 


church as a qualification? Or where is the fcon- 


ſequence, that becauſe ſome natural rights ma) 


be limited where the honour and intereſt of 
government require it, they may be abridged when 


the honour and intereſt of government require the 
contrary? Or what conncction between a civil, 
| pruden- 


27 ] 
progents qualification for places, and a religions 
Teſt for civil purpoſes ? Or between the poſſeſſion 
of ſuch an eſtate, and taking witneſſes of having 
received the Sacrament ' in your church? Theſe 
are the queries you are to anſwer before your in- 
ſtances will be to the purpoſe; and till you have 
done this, the dwelling upon any other heads is 
only an artful way of drawing the attention of 
your readers from the main point; which is not, 
whether civil qualifications may not in ſome in- 
ſtances be infiſted on, but e religious Teſts 
are lawful and expedient, where there 1s no defect 
of civil qualifications? — © 5 
Your inference therefore, * juſt ſo it is, and no 
otherwiſe in the Corporation and Teſt acts, doth 
riot follow; for juſt ſo it is not, but quite 
otherwiſe. For what, though the Legiſlature 
_ hath thought fit to eſtabliſh a national church, 
_ doth it therefore follow that faithful ſubjects _ 
ſhould. be deprived of the capacity of ſerving 
the legiſlature ; or that the government ſhould 
_ weaken its own ftrength and ſecurity by rendering 
ſuch perſons incapable of ſerving” it? The eſta- 
bliſhment of a national religion doth not neceſſa- 
rily infer an unjuſt uſurpation upon natural rights; 
though I muſt confeſs that that national religion, 
which cannot be eftabliſhed without ſuch unjuſt” 
uſurpations, is not fit to be eſtabliſhed, becauſe it 
is an unjuſt eitabliſhment, and contrary to the 
liberties and welfare of a nation. And that the 
legiſlature doth not think that the receiving the, 
Sacrament according to your church is abſolutely 
neceſſary to promote religion, and to reſerve 
peace and order in the ſtate, and for the ad miſſion 
of perſons ta offices of power and truſt, is evident, 


*. 12. 
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| becaufe as hath been before obſeryed, the members 
of both houſes of 1 who are in offices 


of the very higheſt power and truſt, are not 
obliged thus to qualify at all. And if this qua- 
Tification be not judged ncceſfary in the higheſt, 


4 fortiori, they cannot be neceſſary in the loweſt. 


I am really ſorry you have no better arguments 
to vindicate your eſtabliſhment, than by thus 
repreſenting it as built upon the abridgment 
or invaſion of natural right, But as you paſs 
the ſame excellent compliment upon our very 
Acts of Parliament, and the whole Legiſla- 
ture, I do not wonder ſo much at your con- 
duct. But I ſhould think a little more com- 
plaiſance to the civil power would better become 
you, as well as a little more charity to the Diſ- 
ſenters, whom you repreſent, with equal plc, 
chriſtianity and truth, as excluded, becauſe they 
Judge the communion of your church unlawful,*as in 
it ſelf finful, and themſelves obliged in conſuence 

to dejiroy it as ſoon as they can. Sir, they will go on 
to convict you of a notorious falſhood, by never 


| joyning with the enemies of the eſtabliſhment to 


deftroy it? No, nor aling any unlawful or un- 
_ chriſtian methods to amend and reform it. 

Alter this harangue about natural right you 
come to the truth of the caſe, viz. fthat many f 
thoſe who are moſt zealous for aboliſbing 9 7 


Ads as infringments of natural rights, „ 


in principle againſi any eflabliſhment at all. Be 
it 55 I woul 40 that e comply with 
theſe Acts are againſt the preſent eſtabliſhed go- 
vernment, and ſome againſt chriſtianity itſelf. 
Juſtice Hall was qualified as a juſtice of peace, 
and yet hanged tor rebellion againſt the late 
King; and parſon Paul, a minifter of ä 

Yn ak juſtly 


juſtly executed for the ſame i crime. How then 
is the Teſt act any ſecurity to the preſent eſta- 
bliſhment in church and ſtate? Are not unbelie- 
vers againſt church eſtabliſhments? Are not the 


enemies to the preſent royal family worſe enemies 


to the nation, than thoſe Who are L church 

eftabliſhments? And yet the Teſt and Corporation 
Acts do not in fact exclude either of theſ. 
Forgive me, Sir, if I tell you freely, that you 
ſeem to value the church cftabliſhment above all 
conſiderations of religion and equity, and care nut 

who you admit to offices of power and truft ſo 
you exclude the poor Diſſenters. Deiſts, Jacobites, 
and Tories are all welcome, let them but keep to 


the letter of your favourite acts. With them you 


joyn hand in hand, and conſent to ſhare with them 
the advantages of the ſtate; whilſt the weight of 
your indignation is levelled againſt thoſe, who are 


fincere beleivers of your own religion, and differ 


from you only in ſome. lefler matters, in which 
that religion 1s but little concerned. But for God's 
fake, Sir, is this a proof of your chriſtianity and 
loyalty? Why fo ipanng in your concern for 
the honour of Chriſt? Why ſo cool in your zeal 
for the intereſt of his Majeſty ? Before you. re- 
_ proach others for being enemies to all eftablith= 
ments, you ſhould take a little better care of the 
principles and practices of ſome in your own. 
For I muſt take the liberty to tell you, that thoſe 
who are in judgment againſt all eccleſiaſtical eſta- 
bliſhments, and yet have a thorough affection for 
the liberties of mankind,and the preſent happy civil 
eſtabliſhment in his Majeſty and his Royal Family, 
are much better friends to their country, and de- 
ſerve better of the King and Nation, than the zea- 


lous champions for church power and eſtabliſh- 
113 e * | | ments, 
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ments, who know no other foundations of loyalty 
but their own intereſt, and would facrifice all the 
valuable concerns of the nation to their own am- 
bition and pride. F 
But who are theſe many who are againſt all 
church eſtabliſhments? Methinks, the hiftory of 
paſt times ſhould let you know, that the Pref- 
byterians and Independants are not enemies to a2 
national religion. They were once, what your 
church hath invariably been, againſt the eftabliſh- 
ment of any others but themſelves. And the bo- 
dy of the Difllnters are to this day friends to an 
eſtabliſhment, and even to your cftabliſhment, pro- 
vided your foundations were a little larger, and 
ſome proper alterations made, which would not 
in the leaſt leſſen the honour or revenues of your 
cChurch, or render the eſtabliſnment of it in the 
leaſt more precarious or feeble, So that your con- 
clufions from the ſuppoſition, that there ſhould 
be no church eſtabliſhment, do not affect the Diſ- 
ſenters as a body; and as to any particular per- 
ſons, they at leaſt affect as many within the na- 
tional eſtabliſhment, as out of it. a 
But you think you are ſure of the victory over 
us, if we allow there may be a church eſtabliſn- 
ment. For if * the civil power can eftabliſh a na- 
tional church, the queſtion is, whether it is not con- 
Aucive to certain good ends that after the eſtabliſb- 
ment, it be maintained and preſerved, What every 
law that hath been made for the preſervation of 
that eſtabliſbment ? No. The penal acts in Charles 
II. times, and the Schiſm and Occaſional bills in 


\ 


. 
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they are repealed, Why then not the Corporation 
. and Teſt acts, if they = as you allow, invaſions 
of natural rights, and if by many years experience 
the continuance - of them have he tound greatly 
prejudicial to the true intereſt of theſe nations? 
r do you mean, that every point of the eſtabliſh- 
ment ſhould be maintained and preſerved ? Is 
it then ſo abſolutely perfect as to admit of no po- 
ſible alterations? Were the authors of it inſpired 
by the infallible conduct of the ſpirit of God, ſo 
that they could poſſibly commit no errors? Or 
if it was the eſtabliſhment of human wiſdom and 
rl are you ſure there are no defects in it? 
ould you like to have your Biſbops excommus 
_ nicated by their own courts for merely civil .af- 
fairs? You had better, Sir, honeſtly acknowledge 
that the conſtitution hath its blemiſhes, and that 
there are fome things in it that you wiſh to ſee 
amended. If this were done, your conſtitution 
would not only be . but become more 
glorious and ſure. The body of the Diſſenters 
wiſh not the deſtruction of your conſtitution, but 
the increaſing honour and proſperity of it. And, 
I ſuppoſe, you cannot be ignorant that in King 
James I. time, at the conference at Hampton Court, 
and in K. Charies II. time, at the conſerence at the _ 
Savoy, and when the affair of the comprehenſion was 
debated in K. William III. time, they never pro- 
poſed the aboliſhment of your national church, 
5 the opening and widening the gates of it, that 
moderate chriſtians of all part ies might joyn in 
with it, and ſtrengthen it. If theretore by this 
paſſage you would infinuate that the body of Diſ— 
jenters are againſt all national churches, it is of 
equal charity and truth with the former, in which 
you repreſent them as bound in conſcience to 15 
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all that is in their power to deſtroy the church 
of England. If you mean only a few of them by 
many, the charge is true of many of your own 
party, and your reaſonings which have taken their 
"riſe from hence are really no better than declama- 
tion and amuſement, . e 


I ſhall only beg leave to add upon this head, 
that the notion of a church eſtabliſhment doth not 
neceflarily infer the excluſion of thoſe from the 
rights of ſubjects, who cannot in conſcience com- 
ply with it. This is indeed too often the cafe, 
though it be not the unavoidable effect of a natio- 
nal conftitation. If this were the caſe, I muſt 
-confels, that I my felt ſhould be in judgment a- 
gainſt every thing of this kind. But as the religion 
of the magiſtrate may be encouraged without any 
civil incapacities and exclufions of others who 
differ from it; ſo T think that eſtabliſhment is the 
moſt honourable and ſafe, which allows an entire 
toleration to all * ay * it, and never breaks 
In u their privileges as ſubjects, for its own 
Neem and 79 With reſpect indeed 
to the church of England and the Diſſenters, the 
controverſy is not properly about religion, but 
about the circumſtantials and forms of it. They 
both believe in one God and Saviour, and hold 
the fame ſeriptures as the rule of their faith; and 
of conſequence the ſuggeſtions of natural rights, 
abiluy to ſerve, affection to the government in the 
fate, and the like, are reaſonable add important 
ſuggeſtions ; becauſe if the Diffenters are not ene- 
mies to the religion of the eftabliſhed church, 
theſe ſuggeſtions are abundantly fufficient to de- 
monſtrate their right to all the common privileges 
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of fubje&s. And I hope, Sir, you will conſider 
what ſpirit you are of; and what care the civil 

ower ought to take of thoſe men, by whom the 


1mportant ſuggeſtions of natural rights, ability to 
' ſerve, and aftection to the government in the ſtate, 
are ſolermly declared to be no better than dlecla- 


mation and amnſement. Affection to the govern- 


ment in the ſtate is nothing leſs than affection to 


his preſent Majeſty, his family, and adminiſtration; 
and methinks you might have had more regard 


to your ſelf and the eftabliſed church, chan thus 


to declare, that the Corporation and Teſt Acts 


are a much dearer concern to 4 6 than the preſer- 


vation of his Majeſty's perfon and government, 


_ which, under God, is the only fecurity of all our 
civil and religious liberties: eh 7 


* 4 


You farther tell us,“ that it might be expeited that 


_ the Diſſenters ſbould ſtrengtben this argament of 


natural right by inflances fetched” from other Couns 


tries, where they could alledee that civil offices are 

 beflowed' without any regard 10 2 or difſafſ- 

Feetion to the national religion. Excuſe me, Sitz _ 
at preſent from doing this: I rather chooſe to 


preſent you with a worthy inſtance of a very 
worthy Nation in confirmation of the argument 
you are pleading for. It is that of the f Japoneſe, 
amongſt whom, trampling over the images of our 
bleſſe# Saviour and the Virgin Mary, muft be aunually _ 
performed in every family, as à comvincing Teſt and 
proof of their abborrence of the chriſtian religion. 
And” on this account a court” of inquiry is erected 
in all the villages and' cities of the Empire, to 
make inquiry into all perfons belief, ſome days 
or weeks after the taking the afbreſaid Teſt: I 


* f. 15 Iempf Hffen ef Japab, V. 1. J. 198, 
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might alſo put you in mind that the pagan Em- 
perors of Rome had their religious Teſts tor the 
excluſion of all but thoſe of the eſtabliſhed religion, 
but I will not burthen you with too many in- 
ſtances of this kind, . 
If theſe ſhould not happen to pleaſe you, I will 
anſwer your expectation, by producing inſtances 
fetch d from other countries, where there are no 
religious Teſts to quality for civil employments. 
But I muſt firſt obſerve that you alter and ſhiſt the 
queſtion when you talk of countries, where. it can 
be alledged that civil offices are beſtowed without 
any regard to affection or diſaffection to the na- 
tional religion. The queſtion is not, whether we 
can produce inſtances where the civil power will 
n ct, in the diſtribution of civil offices, regard thoſe 
moſt who they think beſt aſſected to their ] 
religion. Suppoſing we can't, yet if we can pro- 
| duce inſtances from other Countries, where, though 
the eſtabliſhed religion is moſt favoured, yet Diſ- 
ſenters are not excluded the rights of ſubjects, 
nor put under an incapacity for holding civil 
offices, tis full to your purpoſe, dir. For this is 
all the Diſſenters in England intend humbly to 
Petition for, pi. the removal of their incapacity 
which the twe Acts lay them under, without pre- 
his 1 when to employ 


tending to dik 
them, ſhould they be render'd capable; and this 


right of petitioning is as eſſential a priviledge of a 
Eritiſh Subject, as that of electing itſelf; Bur to the 
argument, Scotland and Holland are inſtances of | 

this, where no proteſtant Diſſenters are excluded 

trom civil offices by any religious Teſt, but capable 

ct being employed in them whenever the Govern- 
| ment 
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ment thinks proper to call in their aſſiſtance. In 
Scotland his Majeſty hath a power of employin 
thoſe of the epiſcopal Perſwaſion when 5 mall 
judge it fit; and in Holland the Arminians have 
not only the ſame capacity of being employed with 
the Calviniſts, but are fometimes a ually employed 
in the adminiſtration of publick affairs, and even 
* 7 themſelves in military offices. Not to 
add that Proteſtant Generals are often found at 
the head of the imperial Armies. Tis ftrange, 
Sir, you ſhould think the Diſſenters at a loſs for 
ſuch inſtances as theſe, and I wonder that in this 
argument you ſhould challenge them to produce 
them: Yea, I may venture in my turn to chal- 
lenge you to produce an inſtance of any proteſtant 
ſtate in Europe, where religion is thus made ſub- 
ſervient to ſecular purpoſes, and the Sacrament 
a ſte pping · block to word! . preferments. If then 
no uch inſtances are to be found, methinks it 
ſhould give a check to the declamations upon this 


head; and one would hope that common modeſty 


ſpould reſtrain people from writing in tavour of a. 
practice ſo unjuſt and abominable as this bath 
been repreſented in ſome late writings, and which 
doth not appear to have one proteſtant Country in 
the world to countenance and juſtify it. l 
After this mighty obſervation about other Coun- 
tries, which as to your argument ends in worſe than 
nothing, you come to what I preſume all that went 
before was wrote for, viz. to offer your advice to 
the Diſſenters, if they would pleaſe to think you 
worthy, But, Sir, as you have thus miſrepreſented 
and abuſed them, you muſt excufe them from ace 
epting 1t, 5 | a EY 
Fee | . Timeo Danaos & dona ferentes. 
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However they will not refuſe it without gonſi- 
dering it. Your advice is, that they ſbould not 


take their meaſures of fitmeſs or unfitneſs for the 
attempt either from au old or a new parliament, - 


i. e. that they ſhould think it unfit to be at- 
tempted in any. parliament. Very kind and con- 
ciſe, What then muſt they do ? Why wait. How 
long? Why, 1t the truth of the 6 be ſpoken, 
*till Doomſ-day; or which is juſt the fame thing, 
Sir, till you and your friends are willing to con- 
ſent to the appeal. But when will that be? Wh 
when the Diſſenters have wrought the body of the 
nation into a belief, that there ought to bs no church © 
eſtabliſhment at all, or into a thorow diſlike of the 
preſent eftabliſhment, or at leaſt into a greater diſpo- 
ſitian to give it up, or to ſee it hurt, than hither- 
to appears among ft Clergy or People. But you muſt 
give the Diilenters leave to judge for themſelves, 
and to think they need not ſtay quite ſo long. 
Tis hard, Sir, convincing many of the Clergy. 
Do not put us upon that impracticable task. They 
would never have been convinced at the Reforma- 
tion, had it not been for ſome powerful con- 
victions offered them by the civil power; nor at 
the Revolution many ot them, EP they poſſibly 
have helped it; nor at the acceſſion of King George 1. 
in relation to the Schiſm and Occaſional acts, had 
it not been by the ſtrength and mighty evidence 
of an act of Parliament. The ſame argument un- 
der a fteady , government will always be attended 
with the ſame ſucceſs, And if the legiſlature be 
convinced that the repeal of the Corporation and 
Teſt acts be reaſonable in itſelf, and conducive to 
the honour and ſecurity of his Majeſty's govern- 
i 5 5 IS CE | Uh ment, 
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ment, the Diſſenters will not much trouble themy © 
ſelves about offering Any other convictions. "Cow 

„Sir, it is your duty, and 
will be found your interc to ſubmit, Threaten 


vinced or not convinc 


the government with the contrary at your peril. I 


_ know not by what principle you make the beleif 
of the Clergy and people neceſſar y to an act of 


Parliament, or why the appeal ſhould be made to 
them in oppoſition to the legiſlature. This fa- 


vours rank of a Tory-Republican ſpirit, which 


- muſt be the intereſt of the Government to ſuppret; 


Hut this is not all. To proceed regularly in the work 
we mult wait longer ſtill. Hard, that there muſt ne- 
ver be an end of our expectation! We mult w ⁴j 
till we bave convinced the goverumeut, that an epiſcopal 
Church is not ſo well adapted to the ſupport of monar- 
chy as the ©Presbyterian or Independent model. Sure- 

ly, Sir, this is making us wait much too long. 1 
ſhould think that if we convince the Crown that 


the 2 model is as well adapted to the 
ſupport of monarchy as the Epiſcopal model, we 


need wait no longer. And ot this I beleive the 
Crown is already convinced. Scotland, Sir, is upon 


the Presbyterian model, and are not beneath the 
| Epiſcopalians in the proofs of their loyalty. If 


there are any amongſt them enemies to the preſent 


Monarch, they arc thoſe of the Epiſcopal model, 


who are there generally Jacobites, and want only an 


opportunity to pay their devoirs to the Pretender, 
And as tor the Diſſenters in England, they pre- 


tend to ſtand upon a level at leaſt with thoſe of 


_ the eſtabliſhed Church as to loyalty, and affection 


to his Majeſty's Perſon and Goyernment ; and as 


a body greatly to exceed them. You your felt, ] 
beleive, know that the body of the Church 1s a di- 
vided body. Many of them are unqueſtionably 
e On” TRY IT Es 1 in 
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in the intereſts of his Majeſty. But are there not 
others of them whoſe ſubmiſſion is only the effect 
of neceſſity, and who would be glad of an oppor- 


tunity to transfer their allegiance ? What is it 


that hath made it neceſſary for the Government 
to keep up ſuch a number of torces, to the great : 


expence of the nation? Why to curb 
leave others to tell the men, and the religion they 
profeſs. I am ſure it is not to ſecure itſelf againſt 
the proteſtant Diſſenters, who, by every * ple 
of intereſt, duty, conſcience, gratitude and þ 
are attached to the preſent Monarch, beyond the 
power of threatenings to terrify them, or bribes 
or e to corrupt them. . 
As to ® zhe ſervices which the Biſhops and Clergy 
and the friends of the eſtabliſhed Church can perform 
to the Monarch on the Throne, J have no intention 
to diſpute them ; but whether they have been, and 
are ſo very conſiderable in their ſervices, as that for 


the ſake of them his Majeſty ſhould be excluded 
from thoſe which he may expect from the Diſlen- 
ters and their well-wiſhers, this I not only doubt, 


but utterly deny. In the four laſt years of Queen 


Anne's reign the Biſhops and Clergy and friends 


to the Church would have been no balance without 


the Diſſenters and their well-wiſhers, againſt thoſe 


friends to the Church, who would have ſet aſide 


the preſent Royal Family, and brought us under 


the yoke of a bigotted and revengetul Pretender, 


If the Diſſenters weigh any thing on the fide of 


the Proteſtant religion, libertics and ſucceſſion, they 
thould be thrown into the balance; and if they 
are willing to give all the neceſſary pledges for 
the ſecurity of the conſtitution, the Feine of the 
„5ͤ YES 2 0" A 
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conflitution, I apprehend, requires that his Va: 
jeſty ſhould have a liberty of employing them, 
Whenſoever he thinks proper, in the adminiftration 


of any offices whatſoever. Sir, the honour of re- 


ligion, the liberties of mankind, the preſervation 


of the eſtabliſhment from the attempts of Church 


Tories and Jacobites, and the fſatety of his Ma- 


jeſty's Perſon and Royal Family, are the powerful 
arguments with which they plead for their being 


reſtored to the common rights of ſubjects. 
It was ſome time after your Pamphlet was firlt - 


ublithed, before I was ſo happy as to get the 


light of it. I ſuppoſe the impreſſion was called 
in for the ſake of; x 


| adding that excellent paſſage at 
the beginning of p. 17, relating to the Union Act; 
2 9 it is declared, J. 8 6 and ſingular ads 

or the eſtabliſhment, &c.. of the Church of land, 
&c. 500 . and be it full force for ba and 
that this act is declared to be an eſſential and fun- 
damental part of the Union between the two king- 


| doms. This you imagine to be 4 difficulty which 


lies in our way. But you ſhall fee, Sir, how eaſily 
and dextrouſly I will remove 1t, I hope, even to 
your own conviction. If you had read that act 
through, you would have found alſo a clauſe to 
this purpole, That the worſhip, diſcipline, and go- 
vernment of the Church of Scotland ſhould continue 


WITHOUT ALTERATION IO AEL GE- 


NERATIONS: And this act is alſo declared 


70 be held fundamental WITHOUT ANY AL- 


'TTERATIONS FOR EVER. Now if the 
Parliament of Great-Britain have made any alte- 
tation in this affair with reſpe& to Scotland, what 
ſhould hinder them from making an alteration in 
the ſame act as it relates to England? In the 


tenth of Q. Aue, an act paſſed tor the toleration 


T of 
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of thoſe of the Epic pal Comhtinion in Sccrland; 
whereby, pray Sir obferve, the act made Anno. 
r695, by which Epiſcopal Miniſters were prohibi- 


ted to baptiz# of marry, was REPEALED ; and 

by which it was declared, that no pain or forfei- 

ture fhould be incurred by any 2 by reaſon 
Tek 


encommunication by the Chur 
T 3 5 
In the fame Parliament alſo; the act made An. 169 
concerning Patronages in Scotland, ſo far as it related 
to the preſentation of Miniſters by Heretors and 
Elders, was made void, as alſo another act to the 


Tuditatories of 


L. and the right of preſentation to Churches, 


William I 
and diſpenſing vacant flipends to pious uſes, was 
fettted and confirmed in the Patrons, aud the Prese 


tery obliged tb receive ſuch Miniſters, Now, Sir, 


would ask you, whether you dare affirm that 
the repeal of three acts of Parliament, in favour 
of Epiſcopacy, exempting perſons from the Church 
udicatories in Scotland, and making alteration in 
10 tender a point as that of Patronages, was really 

a breach of the act of Union? If not, whether 
the repeal of the Corporation and Teſt acts by 


the ſame authority, could juſtly be inferred to be 


a breach of it? If not, to what purpoſe have 


vou alledged this act of Union? And finally, 


whether it be not preſumption and inſolence in 
any, fingle perſon, to intimate to a Britiſh Parlia- 
ment, that they dare not repeal the Corporation 
and Teſt acts, unleſs. they would be looked on as 


breakers of the act of Union, and ſubverters of 
the conſtitution of the Britiſh Empire? What, Sir, 


Bare you adjtfted the diſputs tod about the powers 
55 Parliament, as well as about tHe claims of the 
iffenrers ? Tanramhe-rem ? Tam negligentef & 


The 


4 


| 


Mo,yjeſty in that part of his King 


eſtabliſhed Church of 


N 
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The truth is, that no acts of Parliament which do 
not alter the conſtitution of either Churches, area 
breach of the act of Union; and as there are no 
religious Teſts to incapacitate thoſe of the epiſcopal _ 
Periwaſion in Scotland, from Bing employed by his 
Om, I ap re end 
the repeal of the Acts which incapacitate his Ma- 
jeſty from employing his proteſtant diſſenting Subs _ 
1265 in England, would be ſo far from a breach of 
the act of Union, that it would be greatly ſtrength- 
ning it, and an high 1 thoſe of the 
cotland; who, tis well 
known, would have inſerted a clauſe to this pur- 
oſe in the act of Union itſelf; and were diſſwaded 
rom infiſting on it only by the aſſurance then gi- 
ven, that the Repeal ſhould be made at a more tas 
vourable opportunity. OE LOR out TS 
hen you have thus prepared your way, by an- 
ſwering fairly the above queries, you will ate 
tain your end, and prove the acts the Diſſenters 
complain of to be unrepealable. But I am apt to. 
think you will find. it difficult to perſuade the Le- 
giſlature, either that their hands are thus tied up, 
or that the repeal of any acts, which they think 
unreaſonable and miſchievous, is any breach of the 
conſtitution. As to the ſettlement made after the 
Revolution, when that matter was maturely con- 
ſidered, it was the opinion of many 4 able 
heads as any age hath produced, and of his Majeſty 
King William amongſt others, that the bounds. 
between the Church aud the Diſſenters might haue 
been more wiſely adjufied, and that the two Acts 
now complained of ought to have been repealed : | 
And though there was a 151 diſpoſition in ns 4 
; 26 | | . then 


* þ. 4A 


then to do them juſtice, and the Biſhops and 
Clergy themſelves courted them as brethren, and 
made profeſſion of their temper and good diſ= .} | 
poſition towards them in the time when their 
Dien was in diſtreſs; yet when the ſtorm was 

blown over, Diſſenters were Diſſenters again, their 

very Toleration was look'd on by many with an 

evil eye, and the clauſe for the repeal of theſe Acts 
thrown out, by whoſe influence and power no 
reader, who knows any thing of the tranſattions 

of thoſe times, needs to be informed. We bave 

had long experience of the evil effefs of the contin» 
uance of them, both in the guilt that hath been I. 
contracted by the profanation of the Sacrament it 
ſelf, and in the want of perſons well affected to 
our happy ſettlement to fill up the offices of ma- 
ny Corporations ; and I will venture to affirm, 

hat if the Clergy would be thought to have that 
concern for the honour of Religion which becomes 
their character, and take the moſt effectual method 
to procure a laſting affection even to their own || 
ecclefiaftical conſtitution, it muſt not be by oppo- 
ling all attempts tor reſcuing the ſacred Inſtitutions 

of Chriſtianity from proſtitution and contempt, and 
the reſtoring others to the enjoyment of their 
Civil rights and liberties ; * but by favouring of 
ſuch attempts, and contributing their affiſtance 
to render them ſucceſsſul: And though I'know 
my ſelf incapable of adviſing thoſe reverend 
and moderate Prelates who how fit on the 
Biſhop's bench; yet J cannot help ſaying, that 
in my poor judgment, their introducing à bill 
tor the repeal of theſe two Acts, and uſing 
their intereſt for the paſſing of it, would highly 
become their facred Character of Over/eers of tbe 
Church of God, procure them the * | 


FE. 
of all the proteſtant Churches of Europe, rendes 
them truly venerable amongſt all good men 
whilſt they live, and ſecure to their memories 
immortal honour. Hiſtory would record the 
great event, and perpetuate the names and praiſes 
ot thoſe Fathers of the Church, to whoſe pious en- 
deavours the accompliſhment of it was o-wing. 
© As to what time is moſt proper for it, I leave 


khat to the providence of God, the equity of his 


Majeſty, the wiſdom of Parliament, and the pre- 
fent conſultations on that important affair. Tſhould; 
I confeſs, have been much more indifferent my felt, 
whether at the end of an old Parliament, or at the 


beginning of a new one, had it not been for your 
_ deciſion, That no time is proper; and for a late ſean- 
dalous libel, The Free Briton, which threatens the 


Diſfenters with the loſs even of the Toleration it ſelf, 
it they ask for the farther rights they are excluded 
from. Till ſome authentick explication be given of 
theſe two papers, God and all reaſonable men will. 
I believe, juſtify the Diſſenters in a peaccable and 
dutiful addreſs to the Britiſh Parliament, the ſource 
and guardians of our liberties, for the repeal of 
theſe two Acts, which they look on as occafions 
ot the moſt horrid proſtitutions of the Sacrament 
of the Lord's Supper, a reflection upon his Ma- 
az“ concern for the proteſtant Religion, the 
'Tett not being made to tie up the hands of a po- 
piſb prince, a diſgrace to the true proteſtant 


Church of England, a noble part of the catholick 
Church of Chriſt, and an invaſion of their own 


rights as Britiſh Subjects: I ſay again, that till 


jp in a peaceable and dutiful adareſs to the 
Britiſh Parliament, for the repeal of theſe two Als 
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ſome authentick account be given of theſe Wo 
apers, I believe God and man will juftify the Diſ- 
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